Message

From: LEE, LILY [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D6085A744F9347E6836C54COER5BI7B2-LLEEDG]

Sent: 9/28/2017 8:37:47 PM

To: Yogi, David [Yogi.David@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: Update on HPNS query from Laura Newberry

From: Huitric, Michele

Sent: Thursday, September 28, 2017 1:27 PM

To: Chesnutt, John <Chesnutt.John@epa.gov>; LEE, LILY <LEE.LILY@EPA.GOV>; Fairbanks, Brianna
<Fairbanks.Brianna@epa.gov>

Cc: Harris-Bishop, Rusty <Harris-Bishop.Rusty@epa.gov>; Lane, Jackie <Lane.Jackie@epa.gov>; Huitric, Michele
<Huitric.Michele@epa.gov>

Subject: Update on HPNS query from Laura Newberry

Hi all - Just a quick update that | have sent the response below to the reporter. John Lyons cleared for SF and HQ signed
off as well.

Thanks,

Michele

Please see below for answers to your questions. For additional information on the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard
cleanup, you can contact William Franklin, Navy public affairs officer: (619) 524-5433, william.d.franklin@navy.mil.

Q1: To what extent is the EPA overseeing this remediation project?

EPA helps protect human health and the environment by managing the cleanup of hazardous waste sites across
the nation. In the case of former military sites, such as the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard (HPNS), the
Department of Defense is the lead for the investigation and cleanup. In overseeing the Navy’s cleanup of the
HPNS, EPA’s goal is to ensure that the community is protected from exposure to radiation and other hazardous
substances and that the site can be used for work, recreation, and residential purposes.

Q2: What has been the nature of the EPA’s engagement with the Navy through this project? how are you coordinating
remediation efforts with the Navy? Who takes the lead on what?

The Navy is the lead agency responsible for the investigation and cleanup of the HPNS. EPA and the State of California
regulatory agency partners oversee and enforce Navy compliance with the Comprehensive Environmental Response
Compensation and Liability Act {commonly called the Superfund law) and other requirements to ensure the cleanup at
the HPNS protects human health and the environment. The Navy and regulatory agencies work together to decide how
to address the contamination; the Navy also gathers community input through a public process.

Q3: How is the EPA working with the community members who live near the Shipyard? How are community members
being involved in the cleanup?

The Navy leads the community involvement process at HPNS, which has included hiring a local community liaison and a
community technical advisor, hosting bus tours and community workshops, and giving presentations for local
organizations. EPA participates in Navy community engagement events, takes part in meetings hosted by local
organizations, and responds to inquiries from the general public.

Q4: Can you help me explain to readers why two consulting firms / subcontractors for the Navy {Tetra Tech and CH2M
Hill) might have produced false information for their remediation reports?
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The Navy manages the contracts for the HPNS cleanup. Please contact the Navy with any questions about contractors’
work at the site.

Q5: How does the EPA take into account sea level rise and potential natural disasters {namely earthquakes) when
overseeing this sort of coastal remediation work?

When approving a remedy for a Superfund site, EPA takes into consideration the long-term effectiveness and
permanence of the potential remedy. The effects of sea level rise and potential natural disasters are usually considered
as part of this approval process.

The Navy accounted for sea level rise as part of its process in designing the cleanup at the HPNS. For example, at the
landfill in Parcel E-2, the combined size of the retaining wall and sea wall, once complete, will be 35 feet wide and twelve
feet higher than the current average sea level. The walls are built to withstand future sea level rise, severe earthquakes,
and waves as high as any experienced in the past one hundred years. These walls are just one part of a comprehensive
protection system, which also includes a cover of clean soil up to six feet deep.

In addition, in cases where hazardous substances, pollutants or contaminants remain onsite at levels higher than would
allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure, the adequacy of a Superfund site’s cleanup remedy is reevaluated no
less than every five years. As such, the Navy will continue to review the remedy at the HPNS in future to ensure
protection of human health and the environment.

Q6: How are congressional budgets affecting the EPA's work in this specific case and in other cases like this?

For Superfund sites on military facilities, such as the HPNS, the Department of Defense (DoD) is responsible for the
investigation and cleanup of the site. Over the years, EPA's oversight costs have come from both DoD and EPA's budget.
Generally, EPA’s oversight costs for Superfund sites at military facilities come from EPA’s budget. However, at the HPNS,
the Navy has provided a short-term supplement to cover some of EPA’s work.

Q7: How is the EPA taking into account the disproportionate rates of asthma and cancer in this community as

it oversees this cleanup?

Before EPA approves any cleanup plan, a rigorous Human Health Risk Assessment analysis is conducted, which takes into
account the sensitivity of children, seniors, and other vulnerable populations. We are using an approach that is
protective for all populations, including those who have disproportionate rates of health effects. In addition, the Navy
and EPA are obligated to review the integrity of the cleanup remedy at least every five years to ensure that the systems
in place are still protective of residents and the environment.

From: Chesnutt, John

Sent: Tuesday, September 26, 2017 12:16 PM

To: Huitric, Michele <Huitric. Michele@epa.gov>; LEE, LILY <LEE LY@ ERA GOV>: Fairbanks, Brianna
<Fairbanks. Brianna@epa.gov>

Cc: Harris-Bishop, Rusty <Harris-Bishop Rustyi@ena.gov>; Lane, Jackie <Lane Jackie®@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: ACTION - Brianna/John review - responses to reporter due to HQ 9-26

Specifically, What “other vulnerable populations” does our risk assessment look at? | understand we factor in children,
but do we specifically consider even seniors? Or just indirectly through considering a lifetime exposure?

From: Huitric, Michele

Sent: Tuesday, September 26, 2017 12:10 PM

To: Chesnutt, John <Chesnutt lohnd@epa.gov>; LEE, LILY <LEE LILY@ERA GOV>; Fairbanks, Brianna
<Falrbanks. Brianna@epa.gcov>

Cc: Harris-Bishop, Rusty <Harris-Bishop Rustyi@ena.gov>; Lane, Jackie <Lane Jackie®@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: ACTION - Brianna/John review - responses to reporter due to HQ 9-26

To help with editing, here is the response in question:
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Q7: How is the EPA taking into account the disproportionate rates of asthma and cancer in this
community as it oversees this cleanup?

Before EPA approves any cleanup plan, a rigorous Human Health Risk Assessment analysis is conducted,
which takes into account the sensitivity of children, seniors, and other vulnerable populations. In addition, the
Navy and EPA are obligated to review the integrity of the cleanup remedy at least every five years to ensure
that the systems in place are still protective of residents and the environment.

From: Chesnutt, John

Sent: Tuesday, September 26, 2017 12:08 PM

To: LEE, LILY <LEE.LILY@EPA GOV, Fairbanks, Brianna <Fairbanks. Brisnna@epagov>

Cc: Huitric, Michele <Huitric. Michele@epa.gov>; Harris-Bishop, Rusty <Harris-Bishop, Rusty®@spa.gov>; Lane, Jackie
<Lane lackie@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: ACTION - Brianna/John review - responses to reporter due to HQ 9-26

Interested in other’s opinions, but the last answer doesn’t really address the question very well. | realize it is a hard one
to answer, but can we try it again?

From: LEE, LILY

Sent: Monday, September 25, 2017 4:26 PM

To: Fairbanks, Brianna <Fairbanks. Brianna@epa.gov>

Cc: Chesnutt, John <Chssnutt John@epa.gov>; Huitric, Michele <Huitric. Michele@epa. gov>; Harris-Bishop, Rusty
<Harris-Bishop Rusty@epa.gov>; Lane, Jackie <Lansackie@epa gov>

Subject: ACTION - Brianna/John review - responses to reporter due to HQ 9-26

Dear Brianna,

| just talked with Michele, and we propose to add more context to the budget question to explain that historically EPA
oversight has come from both DoD & EPA budgets.

Dear John,

This version incorporates comments from Jackie, Brianna, and Michele. Rusty reviewed previous draft and had no
comments. David is out sick, so could you send to Angeles/Enrique for review? Michele would like to send to HQ
tomorrow so the reporter can get it by the end of the week.

Thanks!
- lily

(P.S. By the way, | got a voicemail from Steve Castleman asking for a copy of an MOU. He didn’t say what kind of MOU,
but the only one | can think of is related to the Navy funding for part of EPA’s oversight costs. )

Lily Lee

Cleanup Project Manager

Superfund Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9

75 Hawthorne St. (SFD-8-3)

San Francisco, CA 94105

Tel: 415-947-4187, Fax: 415-947-3518

For information on Superfund in general: www.spa.gov/region®/superfund
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For information on Hunters Point Naval Shipyard: www.epa.gov/superfund/humterspoint
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